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PFMARKS 

Entry of Uiis Amendment and reconsideration are respectfully requested in view of the 
amendments made to the claims and for the remarks made herein. 

Claims 1-15 are pending and stand rejected. Claim 1 5s an independent claim. 

Claim 1 has been amended. 

Claims 1 and 14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C §102(e). as allegedly being anticipated 

by Barker (USP no. 5,555,335). 

The Examiner has maintained the rejection of the claims in stating that Barker discloses 
"microspheres formed into the outer circumferential surfaces as seen in Figuvres 1-3. 
Furthermore, Barker teaches that the microspheres are hollow and thus, unfilled." 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with and explicitly traverses the reason for rejecting the 
claims. However, independent claim 1 has been amended to further recite the outer 
circumferential surface includes apluraUty of top-opened recesses directly fomied into the outer 
circumferential surface wherein each of the recesses has a crater shape and is unfilled. No new 
matter lias been added. Support for the amendment may be found at least on page 6, lines 4-10. 
Tlie ^endment made to the claim 1 is made to recite the subject matter claimed in better form 
and not to overcome the references cited. 

Barker describes an optical fiber that includes a plurality of microspheres tliat are 
embedded into an outer layer (see Figures 1-3). The microspheres extend the outer 
circumference of the cable by at least the half the size of the microspheres, assuming that the 
microspheres are embedded half-way into the outer layer. 

Baker further teaches that the microspheres may be fully embedded into the outer layer. 
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Serial No, 10/824,302 

«s ca«. app«««. beU^ the containing the Mly-^bedded microsphere, arc 
comide^d by 1h. Examiner «> he comparable to ti» »>.fi«ed ,«ess=, raited in the claims. 

Hower, applicant believes .ha. .he Examiner has misimerpreM .he te«=hing of Bater 
In disclosing microspheres tot may be hollow and, tfuis, unfilled. 

Al*ough *e microspheres may be hollow, fte microspheres are physical entities as 
shown in Figures .-3, wherein fl,e microspheres, in one aspeC extend outside the outer 
circ»nfe.««cofthecable. Hence, even if the microspheres are Mly embedded widun the outer 
circumf^ce of the cable, such inclusion of *e microspheres wiflun to cable causes .he cable 
U, have ^cesses, f .h-. ^ are fflW with .h. mjcCTlmS. even if to mic,osphe«s 

themselves are unfilled. 

Accordingly. Barker fails to disclose that the recesses are unfilled, as is recited in the 

claims. 

A claim is anticipated only if a single reference oPts forth each ^nd every fea^ recited 
in the claim 

Barker fails to anticipate the subject matter recited in claim I . because Barker fails to 
disclose that the recesses in the outer layer are unfilled. 

For at least the above reasons, applicant submits that the rejection has been overcome and 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection. 

With regard to the remaining claims as being unpatentable under 35 U.S-C § 103 over 
the primary reference, Barker, and the other cited references, these claims depend from claim I 
and applicant respectfiilly traverse the rejection of all the remaining dependent claims. 

As shown above Barker fails to teach aU the elements recited in claim 1 and none of the 
references provide any teaching to conrectthe deficiency found in Barker. 
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mus, be some =u,g«ao. or mc^on. dto in *e «fe«.ces «»m«e,v« o, UU!S 
^ V^-,„, one .f ^4m..^.M!UaiHod. to modify .he rcf.«nce or 

combine *c referee .cachings. 2. .nus. be . tc«on*l. «<P-«ion of and 3 . .he 

print an reference must Bach or suggest all the claim UnaWiom. 

to to ease, a case tas no. been made as each of 4e element recited in flte 
dependent ciain» is no. disclosed by .he ecn*in»lon of fl» »rin«,y «f=reno. and an, of Are 
cited references- 

Accordingly, for *e amendment n>»de ,0 ctain, 1. «.e rejecdon of aU ft. dependen. 
Claims has been overcome and .pplican. ■espectfi.l.y request *e r^ecflons be «id.dravm. 

Should the Ex»niner deem .ha. d>.re are an, issues «hich may be best resolved b, 
telephone. pl=a.,e contac. Applicants undersigned represenUOiv. a.ften«.berUs.ed belo«. 

For fte amendment m«Je U> dte claims and .he argumeno above, applicant r^pectfUly 
requests ttat the «dection be withdraw and sNodce of Allowance be issued. 

RespcctftiUy submitted> 




Date: 



By: Steve Cha 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,069 



Mail all correspondence to: 

Steve Cha, Registration No. 44,069 

Cha & Reitcr 

210 Route 4 East, #103 

ParajTius, NJ 07652 

Tel: 201-226-9245 

Fax:201-226-9246 
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